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GERMANS DELIVER
VIOLENT ATTACKS
ON VERDUN FRONT

Repulsed With Serious Losses,
According to Paris War

Office Statement.

FRENCH TAKE POSITIONS
NORTH OF RIVER SOMME

Capture Strongly Organized Wood.

Seising Numerous Guns and
Other War Material.

BRITISH BEAT OFF ATTACKS

Not Only Hold Ground Conquered
Saturday, But MaWe Further

Gains. According to

London.

PARIS, August 21, noon..The
Germans delivered a violent attackon Fleury, near Verdun, last
night, using flaming liquid, hut
without result, says the war office
statement today.
That severe fighting had been

resumed at Verdun was indicated
yesterday, when the war office announcedthat the Germans had
made a determined effort to recapturethe village of Fleurv from
the French. The Germans were

repulsed with severe losses, the
official statement said:

French Gain on Somme.
It was announced also that the French

had carried a strongly organized wood
between Guillemoat and Maurepas, takinga large quantity of war material.
Today's war office communication is

as follows:
"North of the Somme in addition to

the Important captures of material
mentioned yesterday, we took six field
guns in the wood which our troops
carried yesterday between Maurepas
and Guillemont.
"During the night there were violent

artillery actions on the Somme front.
"On the right bank of the Meuse (Verdunfront) the Germans yesterday, towardthe close of the day. delivered a

powerful attack, accompanied by the
use of flaming liquids, against Fleury.
Our curtain of fire and infantry fire
obliged the enemy to stop short, and
inflicted serious losses on him."

German Advance Halted.
LONDON, August 21, 4:11 p.m..

Strong German detachments drove back
British covering patrols northwest of
High wood, on the Somme front, this
morning, out were stopped when they
came under the fire of the British positionswest of the wood, says today's
war office statement. Bombing attacks
on High wood were repulsed.
, The British official communication dealingwitn the operations in France Sunday
says.
"About noon Sunrtav tho

livered a strong attack on the new line
which >ve have established for about
half a mile from the western corner
of High wood. He succeeded in

, reaching this line at certain points,
but was driven out again by our infantry.who immediately reoccupied the
trenches.

# Subsequently hostile attaok:broke down tinder our artilleryf. i»
' North of Razer.tln-le-Petit we gained

a lurther portion of enomy trenches."The -retoy heavily shelled different
poniorv of our front, especially Highwood, Il&mel and Mailly. Elsewherethere was nothing of importance."

British Near Kartlnpuich.
WITH THE BRITISH ARMIES IN

FRANCE, August 21, via Ix>ndon, l :i0
p.m..Not only have the British held
all the gains made in the Saturday attachthrough the critical second day
and night following it, but they have
made another important gain. This
morning they are within 500 yards of
Martinpulch as a result of taking a
trench which had held them up betweenPozleres and High wood.
In this position, while the British

bad been creeping up on both flanks,vicious attacks and counter attacks
raged for weeks German resistance,
strengthened after the loss of Pozieres,
had to yield at Inst to the Incessant
hammering.

Berlin Says Enemy Failed.
BERLIN. August 21. via London. 5:30

p.m Attacks on German positions in
be Somme and Verdun sectors yesterdayresulted in failure, the war office
announced today. The statement folio»cs:

"North of the Somme several desultoryattacks west of Foureaux (High)
v.c./-^i»r;«:wuri TOHO,

made by strong Infantry forces of the
cnelny from Ovillers and Pozieres. and
hand grenade attacks neah Xlaurcpas
v;«r« repulsed.

"(Jii th« right bank of the Me use (Verdunfront) enemy forces which wen
ready to ...ake an attack northwest olThiauino u work were prevented by ouiartillery lire from carrying out thenobject. At Thiaurno.it work itself an<i
near Fleury strong hand grenade parrieswere shot down by our iufantr}and machine gun lire.
"Numerous undertakings attemptedby rcconnoltering detachments of th«

enemy were without result.
Attacks by German patrols north olYerinelles and near Kestubert and lumbermenII were successful. In the Argonnelively mining operations werecarried out on both sides. By the explosionof a mine we destroyed a considerableportion of the enemy's positronon Combrex height.
"Off Ostend (Belgium) a British hydroaeroplanewas destroyed by our flr«

I and a French, hydroaeroplane was shot
down.
"In nn aerial engagement a British

bip!an« was brought down southeast ol

f Arras."

ITALY NOW SENDING
FORCE 10 BALKANS

I

Disembarking of Troops at
Saloniki Reported to Be

Already Under Way.

BULGARIAN ARMY MOVING
TOWARD PORT OF KAVALA

Reports Indicate That Engagement
Continues With Intensity Over

Extended Front.

PARIS, August 2i, t :io p.m..
Italian troops began to disembarkat Saloniki yesterday, says
a Havas dispatch from that point.
On leaving their ships, the dispatchsays, the Italians passed

through Saloniki to camp, precededby military bands of the
allies and cheered bv the populace.

Bulgars Advance on Kavala.
Bulgarian troops are advancing

toward the Greek seaport of Kavala,
it was announced yesterday. They
have seized two Greek forts. At severalpoints along the front new engagementshave been fought.
An Athens dispatch says the Bulgarianforces have already pushed their

outposts to a point seven miles from
Kavala. The Greek government has
ordered three divisions of the Greek
army still remaining in the vicinity
of Drama and Serres to retire before
the Bulgarian advance.
The Greek port of Kavala is on the

Aegean seaT eighty miles northeast of
Saloniki and twenty miles west of the
Bulgarian border. It is some distance
to the northeast of the eastern extremityof the fighting front, which extendsfrom the Gulf of Orfani to the
vicinity of Monastir.

General Engagement Continues.
Reports from Saloniki show that the

general engagement which began Fridayis continuing with intensity over
an extended front from Fiorina, near
Monastir, to the River Struma. This

j represents an irregular line nearly 150
miles long.
Gen. Sarrail is directing the united

operations of the allies, with Gen. Cordonniercommanding the French. The
operations have been long expected
as a part of the allies' co-ordinated offensiveof all fronts. They fellow the
arrival of Gen. Cordonnier after extendedconferences with officials here.
Advices received in Paris indicate

that the Germans and Bulgarians are
seeking to anticipate the movement bytaking the offensive on the left, where
the Serbians had moved up to within
twenty-flve miles of Monastir, holding
Fiorina as an observation post. Their
orders were not to attempt to retain
Fiorina if they were attacked. The
Serbian war office says the Bulgarians
were thrown back on the old positions,
but that later the Serbians, following
instructions, evacuated Fiorina, which
the Bulgarians then occupied.
A dispatch from Saloniki says the

Greek inilitaary authorities have
agreed Ao withdraw their troops from
eighteen villages near the frontier.

Consternation at Athens.
ATHENS, August 19, via London, August21..The Bulgarian occupation of

Fiorina caused consternation in the
capital and hasty conferences of the
king, the general staff and members of
the cabinet.
The advance of the German and Buljgarian forces in the direction of Kavala

also is causing disquiet, although the
impression is general that this move
ment is a mere political maneuver cal
culated to influence Rumania and af,fed the Greek elections.

Bulgar Beport of Fighting.
BERLIN, August 21. by wireless to

Sayville, X. Y..The Bulgarian head-
quarters statement of August 17, cov-

ering events preceding the occupation
of Fiorina and reporting renewal of
the fighting In the Doirun lake region,'
we:

j "The entire 17th French Cavalry divisionparticipated in the previously
reported battle of August 15.
"The enemy's artillery continued Its

Are against our positions south snl
west of Lake Doiran. His infantry attackedat two points, but met with
heavy losses when coming within range
of our fire and was forced to retreat. '

Means War With Germany.
Active participation by Italian troops

in the Saloniki campaign would mean

the existence of i state of war between
Germany and Italy. Germany is direct-
ing the operations ayainst the allies on

this l'ront, and as the official German
reports show, has forces there. Some
Austrian troops also probably are ein-

ployed, and possibly Turks, but the
'major portion of the army is m&ue up
of Bulgarians Recent reports have;
indicated the withdrawal of Austrian
troops from the Balkans for use on

'the Russian and Italian front*,
As the entente allies are believed to

have a f<*rce of some 700,000 British.
French and Serbian troops on the
Saloniki front, the sending of reinforcementsat this time. Just after the

/.f hnctilitiou /in n l-irin.
open "i* "» . nvza.Br,
would indicate that the allies have em-
harked on a campaign of extensive pro-
portions.

Retail Credit Men Open Convention.
! OMAHA. Neb.. Ausunt 21..Tlie Nartional detail Credit Men's Association
opened a three-day session here today
With about 300 delegates present. The
establishment of clearing houses for re-tail credit information was one of the
important subjects to be discussed.

1 Som^ delegates favor one centrai bu5reau for this purpose, but others want
several In different, parts of the coun;try.

; $150,000 Fire Loss in Virginia Town
Sportsl lAapttrh to Th. Star.
RICHMOND. Va., A'ufpjst 21..Fire

early this mornln* destroyed the buslnesssection of Drakes Branch, seventy
miles from Richmond. About a dosen
stores and warehouse were burned. The
loes le about S1S0.00S. This Is the secrond time the place has been burned in
tea years.

UNFAIR TAXATION
OF INTANGIBLES

t

No Increase of Personalty Tax
Without Decrease of Realty

and Business Taxes.
#

\

CITY TOTAL TAX BURDEN
ALREADY HEAVY ENOUGH
^

To Work Equitable Tax ReadjustmentDecreases of Excessive Realty
and Business Taxes Must Be
Simultaneous With Increase
of Personal Tax Burden.

BY THEOBOKE W. NOYES.
Editorial Correspondence of The Star.

If a tax on Intangibles la Imposed in
Washington, It should be in readjust-
ment and not in Increase of the aggregatelocal tax harden, which the Joint
congressional committee, after thor-
ongh consideration, has declared to be
heavy enough, no more than which can

equitably be exacted.
In any readjustment of this tax burdenthe wishes of the' unrepresented

taxpayers should be given primary consideration.Provided the necessary
amount of tax revenue Is raised, the
forms of taxation should be those to
which the people are accustomed,
which, from habit, seem .to them the
least burdensome, and which for this
reason, It may safely be assumed, they
prefer.
In substituting a tax on Intangibles

for some other tax now locally applied,
care should be taken that the new tax
is fairer and more effective, causing
less friction than the one for which it
is substituted. In this connection considerationshould be given to the fact
that the tax on Intangibles Inevitably
lacks uniform application; that a tax
on Invisible property falls the lightest
on those who are most expert in swindlingconcealment and heaviest on the
truthful and the honest.
II) In the Interest of equity and of:

the small taxpayers, a tax on intan-
glhles. if one Is imposed, should be at
such a low rate as not to drive away

property, leaving thl* new tax to fall
on men of moderate mean* who are
tied to Wa*hlngton and cannot eaeape.

(2| In the Interest of the man of
amall meaua. the borrower rather than
the lender, double taxation of the aame
property, aa in eaae of a tax on mart-
gage*, ahonld be avoided.
(3) If It ia decided that a light rate

of tax on Intangible* mnat equitably be
Impoaed, the taxea omitted In the readjustmentahould be carefully aeleeted
aa thoae leaat equitable.
(a) The exceaalve realty tax might

be aomewhat relieved, primarily In the
Intereat of the mnaft p»up f ly holder.
by the exemption from taxation (aa In
Xew Zealand I of aeveral thouaand dol-
lara of realty Improvement*.

(b) The licenae taxea on oecupatlona.
more burdenaome here than In moat
eltlea, might well be reduced or eliminated.

(e| The rate of the tax on the groaa
earning* of hanlta and truat eompa-
niea ia much higher than In other eltlea.
It ia higher than the rate Impoaed here
on public utility corporatlona, which
enjoy (aa the hanking Inatitutlona do
not), valuable exelualve privilege*
from the public. The rate Impoaed on
the public utilitlea corporation* la itaelf
high compared with similar taxea In
other eltlea. The plaineat equity de-
manda that the rate of thl* tax on
banka and truat companlea ahould be
materially reduced.
The wlaeat, falreat treatment of the

tax qneatlon would be to make no

change until after a careful considerationby a Joint committee of all the
equltlea and all fhe facta. But If the
ha*ty action of the Senate compel* an
Immediate readju*tment, Washington
petition* f'ongre** to make auch readjustmentapproximately wise and fair,
and to (hi* end to give sympathetic
consideration to every rcawonalile »ug-
geation of what equity demand*.

Our Aggregate Tax Burden Cannot

Equitably Be Increased.
The greatest benefit which the District

derived from ;he investigation? of the
joint congressional committee was the
result i rig careful and thorough com pari-
won of the tax burdens of American cities,
measured bv the right slant's id, arid the
deliberate decision, announced by the
committee, that the Wvhingtonian's city
tax burden is, in the aggregate, as large
as that imposed in comparable American
cities, and thai, therefore, no more than
this aggregate should equitably be ex-
acted. i
What was before the joint committos

upon which to base this just conclusion?
Chairman Chilton said in the Senate de-
ua ie mai inn n'.ausuuai iounaRiioii 01

tiie committee's conclusions was "the
complete report" concerning comparative
taxation, which begins at page 207 of the
Report of the Hearings of the Joint Com-
mittee. The census office figures, thus
adopted and treated as authoritative by
the joint committee, are those utilized in
this correspondence.
The census items of the aggregate city

tax burden are (1) realty taxes. (2) personaltytaxes, and (3) "other" taxes, including"business" taxes.
In the District the realty tax has always

been high and the personalty tax low. In
1902 Congress stiffened the personalty tax,
put life and force into the law and largely
increased the revenue from such taxes.
At the instance of the Senate, however,
no lax was placed upon intangibles, but
many and laxgc license taxes on
occupations, and heavy taxes on
the gross earnings of public utilitiesand banking corporations were
substituted in its place. If the tax on
intangibles, omitted in 1902 at the Senate's
instance, is now, also at the Senate's
instance, to be restored, the substitute
for the tax on intangibles, which In 1902
was enacted, should now, in fairness, be
eliminated or correspondingly reduced.
This readjustment is rendered equitable
not only by what occurred in 1902. but
by the very recent decision to which I
have referred, by the authorized agent of
Congress, the joint committee, that the
aggregate tax burden of the District
iwithout regard to its separate items) is
aireau huiucichuj anu snouiu not
be increased.

I,et us analyze some of the comparativefigures which were submitted
to the joint committee and which
convinced it that Washington was alreadyas heavily tax-burdened in the
aggregate as other comparable cities,
and thdt this total burden could not
equitably be made heavier.

In comparing the items constituting
the total city tax burden.that is,
realty, personalty and "other" taxes

itis necessary to explain that while
at the District building and In other
municipalities such a tax as that on
the gross earnings of public utilities
and some other corporations Is treated
as a personal tax on the franchises of
these corporations, In the census
office, on the contrary, these taxes are
classified, not as taxes on personalty
but as "business taxes," with the extraordinaryand paradoxical result
that Washington, which, as compared
with^the great coinmr-Hsi cities, cn-'
ioys^ minimum of bJjW^ess, is burI
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dened with a maximum of so-called
business taxes.
The following table compares the per

capita realty tax, the per capita total
property tax and the per capita munici!pal receipts from all taxes in eleven
typical American cities, including
Washington:

jm >. s -2
51 *fs
J 5"

p h;
S I att2 f

a. a. a.

Chicago 11.77 16.60 22.46
Philadelphia 14.06 14.07 15.18
Cleveland 10.95 16.09 17.49
Baltimore 11.61 15.39 17.15
Milwaukee 18.43 16.78 19.21
Newark ...' 14.17 18.05 14.66
New Orleans 10.33 14.56 17.30
Washington 14.68 16.90 20.02
Minneapolis 12.07 18.86 18.90
Indlanapoli* 10.24 13.67 14.40
Louisville 9.50 14.77 16.87 ,

CompariKon with"} ]
Washington ofj
the number of.O more 5 more 1 more ]
cities with perflO less 5 less 9 less
eapita more or:
less. J
Let us trace the factors in the makeiup of the tax burdens in this small list

of large cities and compare them. In
total tax burden, however measured,
the eleven cities find themselves very
close together, but there is considerable
variation in the weight of different ele-
ments of this burden. For instance,
Washington's burden is heavily on

realty (14.62). lightly on personalty j'
(1.38) and heavily on "other taxes"
(4.02), on account of the census inclu-
sion under this head (instead of under
personal taxes) of the tax on the gross
earnings of public utilities ami some

other corporations. Its heavy tax on

realty exceed?? that of all the other ten
cities When personalty tax is added,
five cities godhead of it on the total-.
Chicago, Cleveland. Milwaukee. Newark
and Minneapolis.leaving Philadelphia.
Baltimore. New Orleans, Indianapolis
and Louisville still behind it. When receiptsfrom all municipal taxes are

compared. Washington goes ahead
again of all the cities but Chicago.

Comparison With Many Cities.
If we broaden tlie range of cities to '

be compared with Washington the les-
son taught by the comparisons Is the
?iame: Washington bears a very heavy
realty tax, a very light personalty tax.
about the average of the property tax.
including really and personalty, and
\ery heavy business" taxes; making
its aggregate of per capita municipal
taxes, Its total city tax-burden, to ex-

cced most other comparable cities.
Thus compare Washington with the (

other fffcy-seven American cities hav- 1
ing over 100,000 population. (Group A 1

of the joint committee tables.) Ten of
these cities have a larger realty per
capita tax levy and forty-seven a
smaller.
Of the group of neighboring cities

(Group 1).Baltimore, Richmond, Wilmington,Norfolk. Wheeling, Huntington,Roanoke, Portsmouth and Lynchburg,not one has so large a per capita A

realty tax as Washington. Nor has any 1

one of the southern group (Group 2). c

New Orleans. Atlanta, Birmingham, San {

Antonio. Dallas, Houston, Fort Worth,
Savannah. Jacksonville, Charleston, ,
Mobile and Little Rock. Nor has any j
one of the northern-central or middle y
western group (Group 3).Chicago, <
Cleveland, Detroit, Milwaukee, Cincln- ,indlan'ii itnl i s. 1 .oil ixvi 11#» fnlnm.

bun. Toledo. Memphis, Dayton. Grand
ltapids and Nashville.
When personal tjtxes are added to

realty taxes to constitute the total
property tax the per capltas vary materiallyon account of Washington's
light personal tax. Of the fifty-seven
cities of Group A twenty-foi$- have a

higher per capita tax and thirty-three
a lower. Of the neighboring cities one
is higher and eight lower; of the southerncities two are higher and ten are

lowv. and of the northern-central
group five are higher and eight are
lower.
Another step, adding all other city

taxes to those on realty and personalty,
causes eleven cities of Group A to show
a higher per capita of total city tax receiptsand forty-six a lower. None of the
neighboring or southern group of cities
has a larger per capita under this head,
and only two of the thirteen northerncentralcities.
These comparisons are summarised

vividly in the following table:
Per capita comparisons of Washingtonwith four groups of American

cities.
Group A. fifty-seven other cities over

100,000 in population.
Group 1, nine neighboring cities over

30.000 in population.
Group 2. twelve southern cities over

50 "Oil in pooulatlop. --

Group I, thirteen northern-central cities

1. *

T\
f)W

SSED UP AND NOWHERE

over 100,000 in population. c
Number Number ^
of citie» of cities

Basis of comparison. Grmtp. higher, lower.
A 10 47 d

L Per capita realty 1 09
tax levy 1 2 O 12 ti

t 3 0 13 0

, A 24 33 I
2. Per capita total f l 18- f,

property tax levy.i 2 210 b
t)f the 199 citiea ^ 3 58

e
over 30.000 iati
popointIon 42 hare chigher per capita. T
136 lower.

A 11 40
I. Per capita municipal f j 09 n

receipt# from alH 2 o12 r'
>**« t 3 2 11 c

s

Analysis of City Tax Burdens. *
n

The total city tax burdens of six ti
typical American cities are made up p
of the following factors: b

Person- Other c

Realty, alty. raxea. Total. e

Washington 14.62 1.88 4.02 20.02 a
levels nd 10.93 3.14 1.40 17.49 f;
Baltimore 11:81 3.78 1.76 17.50 t!
Milwaukee 13.43 3.35 2.43 19.21 t
[»uisville 9.30 5.27 2.10 16.87 a
hicago 11.77 4.83 5.86 22.46 p
Washington's total city tax burden n

is declared by the joint congressional
committee to be heavy enough, not e
equitably to be increased. The Senate rr
has now noted the fact disclosed by t<
the above table that Washington per- a
sonalty contributes less toward the c,
total tax than in many other cities, e
because Congress in 1902 refrained Sj
from taxing intangible personalty and ti
imposed instead extraordinarily heavy tl
license taxes and taxes on the gross p
earnings of certain corporations. The y
Senate now proposes that Congress
shall increase Washington's personalty a
tax contribution in conformity with f
the percentage of such taxes con- p
tributed in other cities. If Congress o
increases this tax to conform to the
practice in other cities, must it, not
also in equity reduce Washington's
pxcessive realty tax contribution and
its "other taxes" contribution to con- *'
form also to the practice in other 11
cities? u

If the proper aggregate tax burden r

is carried what difference does it "

make to anybody out of Washington
whether the capital community meets *

that obligation with a heavy tax on
realty and on business and a ligfct tax «*

on personaltj', or with a heavy tax on
personalty and a lighter tax on realty °

and on business? *
Surely it is not proposed by alien °

tax gatherers,' by a taxing body in a

which Washington taxpayers are not u

represented, to exact from the helpless *

capital community every form of tax
applied in any other American city B,and under ea<^h tax to burden the b
Washington taxpayer with the high-'it
est rate anywhere Imposed. J a
Washington bears a heavier per cap- r<
ta aggregate city tax burden than u
Cleveland, Baltimore, Milwaukee and tl
-oulsville. What difference does it b.
nake that its personalty contributes C
nuch less toward this total burden rs
han the personalty in these other cities u

f its realty and business taxes con- tl
:ribute far more? b;
And will any legislative body, enleavoringto do equity, increase Wash- h.
ngton's personalty tax burden to the tl
joint endured in these other cities p<
vithout at the same time reducing the c;

-ealty tax and the business taxes to ti
conform to those imposed in these a>thercities? ^

Ought not a community to meet Its w
tax obligations by the methods 'which lo
It prefers f Does not every self-taxingcommunity exercise this privilegef
Ought not Congress |n taxing the un- a
represented Dlstrlet to ascertain Its y
wishes In respect to forms of taxation, pmd approximate conditions to those ^
which would exist If the capital com- p
minify ivrrr srii-inxing r t8
If the District wished to raise its P

lecessary revenue by a single tax on 11
and values should it not on American
irinciples be permitted to do so? Why n

ihould it not be permitted to raise this P
lecessary revenue in the way to which 11
t is accustomed by a- heavy tax on 11
ealty and business and a light tax on a'

lersonalty until it asks itself for a r<

eadjustment? It. is perfectly natural lr
'or a congressman to think that the
ibjects and rates of taxation of his Is
>wn city are those which should apply P;
n the nation's city, and .to declare, for P
nstance: "My constituents pay a tax cl
in intangibles; there is no reason why A

Vashingtonians should not be similarly s<
axed." But. as we have seen from i"1
he census figures, there are no two *
American cities which tax the same b(
ibjects and at the same rates. It is P<
mpossible tor Washington's tax scbed- m
lie to conform to all of the widely oi
ind radically varying schedules of tf
ither American cities. Since It cannot A
:onform to all it should not be required g
o conform to any. Its equitable total a]
ax burden should be approximately r
ixed. and then Congress should so si
egislate as to Ifcrmit the community | a
o raise the exBted revenue In the le
nanner and b^/ae methods which the oi
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ommunity itself finds the least bur-
ensome.

If, however, Congress will immciateiyreadjust the burden of local
axation it must, in order) to be fair,
Ive the relief from excessive and inquitabletaxes at the same moment
hat it adds the new tax upon intangiles.Senator Oallinger pointed out the
xtraordinary and excessive license
axes imposed in the District, and'sugestedthat, they -should he reduced or
liminated if the tax on intangibles
fere to be imposed. In the same conectiona reduction of the excessive
ealty taxes, especially in their appli-
ation to small prbperty owners, was

uggested. And running through the
rhole Senate debate was the thought,
ot of an increase of the tax burden of
he small property owner and taxayer, but a readjustment of this
urden, which, so far as he is conerned,should cause it to be even more

asily borne. But if the promised redjustmentis to be carried out in good
aith the offsetting decreases in taxalonmust be made simultaneously with
he increases. If the latter #ire endednow, and the former are postoned,they are likely never to be
lade.
It may be possible to adjust the presntDistrict tax burden more equitably,
lore uniformly, with greater fairness
3 the small property owner. This redjustmentshould not be attempted or
arried out in such clumsy and inquitablefashion that the result is
imply to increase for everybody, small
axpayers and large .taxpayers alike,
he over-heavy tax burden now iloosed.The broad principle upon which
Washington rests.its petition in equity
i that if a tax on intangibles is endedfor the District it should be so

ramed as to be a readjustment of the
acal tax burden and not an Increase
f it.

All of the facts and figures demontratethat Washington's light personltytax, due to the exemption of Intangibles.Is more than offset by the
leavter tax on realty, and by heavier
business taxes" than ,ln comparable
Itles. and that If revenues from peronaltytaxes (which are now lighter
ban In comparable American cities)
re Increased as proposed there should
e a corresponding reduction in the
xcesslve realty tax (as by the exemplonfrom taxation of a limited amount
f realty Improvements) and by cutting
own or eliminating the burdensome IIensetaxes on occupations, including
reduction of the excessive and lneq1table rate of taxation on the gross

nrnlngs of banks and trust companidh.
Usually Americans tax themselves for
peciflc purposes, in the way most easily
orne by them, with an accurate adjustjentof rate and assessment to raise
r nearly as possible the exact amount
sauired. Here the necessary tax total
nder the law Is one-half of the amount
lat Congress is willing: to authorize to
» expended each year on the National
apital. Washington is accustomed to
Use this amount by a heavy realty tax,
nder an assessment much higher than
\at of the average American city, and
y a comparatively light personal tax.
This method of taxation imposes, as we
ave seen, a net burden of tax levy upon
le Washingtonian heavier than that imDsedupon the vast majority of Ameriincities containing: over 30,000 populaonand at least as heavy as that of the
verage American city, approximating
Washington in population and this tax
astern raises the amount of revenue
hich is and will be required from the
cal taxpayers under the organic act.
Why change this system to which
ixpayers have become accustomed
nd which raises the needed revenue?
Why increase the comparatively light
ersonal tax burden, for instance, unsssa corresponding reduction is pro-
osed in the excessively high real es-
Lte tax burden? Why vote that the
ersonal tax assessment be extended to
^tangible personal property, if the
>cal taxpayers prefer that the reve-
ues be raised from realty and tangible
ersonal property taxes instead, on the
leory that these taxes are the fairest,
le most uniform, the most easily and
dcurately ascertained, and the most
jadily collected of any that could be
nposed? Why should not Congress, i
le constitutionally chosen local legis-
iture of Washington, act as sym-
athetic representatives of these peo- :
le, whose interests are intrusted exLusivelyto their legislative protection,
nd devise and put in operation or presrveand keep In operation means of
Using the needed local tax revenue
hich will pinch the least, which will
e the most popular or the least un>pular,andwhich will create the miniiumof friction and discontent? Why,
n the contrary, should Congress be
MnnfaH trt nlov tllA Apl.ntal /*iaI fl, a
J1UJJIDU I* * W» >VU \IIUV LliC

merlcan) role of alien, despotic taxatherer,searching for in order to
pply to this defenseless community
irery conceivable form of general or
>ecJal tax that has ever been devised
nywhere to extort money from help*
iss taxpayers, whose taxation is with*
it representation? ,
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RUSSIANS FORCING
WAY INTOHUNQARY
Pressing Forward Vigorously

Through Two Passes of
the Carpathians.

GAINS ON STOKHOD LINE
CLAIMED BY PETROGRAD

flflnt.lirp nf Onnt onrl Vnnitinna nf
r

War in Galician EngagementsAnnounced.

PETROGRAD, August 21, via
London. 2:45 p.m..The Russians
are pressing forward vigorously
through two of the Carpathian
passes which lead to Hungary.
Following the announcement last
week of advances in the vicinity
of Korosmezo, which is just over

the border in Hungary, the war

office today reported gains in the
pass east of this region, leading
south from Kuty.

Points on Boundary Taken.
The capture of Jablonltza and Fereskul,on the Cheremosh river, which

forms the boundary between Oalicia
and Bukowina, is announced. Jablonltzais about twenty miles north
of the Hungarian border.
"In the region of Kuty," the statementsays, "we occupied the villages

of Fereskul and Jablonitza, on the
river Cheremosh, and several heights
west of Fereskul. Stubborn attacks
by the enemy on the heights southwestof Tomnakik mountain were repelledby our fire."

Advance on the Stokhod.
The Russians have made further

OU1II6 Jn/UiLO (IIUUB HIO

Stokhod line, where they broke through
the Austro-Hungarian defenses last
week, the war office announced today.
The capture of more than 1,350 men

in this region in two days is reported.
The announcement follows:
"On the River Stokhod in the regionof Kovel and Rudka-Chervische, fightingcontinues. Our troops made further

advances at some points. The total of
captures in this region Friday and Saturdaywas sixteen officers and more
than 1,350 soldiers.
"We also took one cannon, eighteenmachine guns, four bomb mortars, four

search lights and a large number of
shells, cartridges and rifles. In the regionof Lubieszow. on the Stokhod, a
captive balloon was set afire by our
artillery."

Admits Foe^Srossed Stokhod.
BERLIN, August 20, via London,

August 21..Today's announcement respectingthe eastern front reports that
Russian troops at one point crossed
the Stokhod river and that the fighting
continues. In the Carpathians the Teutonictroops advanced. The announcementreads:
"Front of Field Marshal von Hindenburg:On the Beresina, northeast of

Djeljatitschi, Russian attempts to cross
*the river were n-ustrated. On both
sides of Rudka Czerwiscze, on the
Stokhod. fighting with enemy troops
which pushed forward to the western
bank is still proceeding. In a successfulcounter attack in this region we
captured six officers, 367 men and six
machine guns.

"East of Kiselin we ejected the Russiansfrom several advanced trenches.
"Front of Archduke Charles Francis:

Nothing of importance occurred north
of the Carpathians.

"In the wooded mountains our troops
captured Kreta height, south of Zabie.
and repulsed strong enemy counter attackson Magura."

CHARLES E. HUGHES HOLDS
RECEPTION AT SAN DIEGO

Republican Presidential Nominee Is
Luncheon Guest and Makes Addressat Exposition.

SAN DIEGO. August 21.Charles E.
Hughes, republican nominee for President..arrived in San Diego early today
from Los Angeles for a stay of severalhours, which will include an automobiletrip to nearby points of interest.a public reception and luncheonat the exposition, to be followed
by an address at 1:30 o'clock this afternoonat the exposition grounds. Admissionto the exposition was free by
arrangement oetween the reception
committee and exposition officials.
Mr. Hughes was to leaye at 3 o'clock

for Los Angeles, where he will speak
tonight.
President G. A. Davidson of the expositionand local republican leaders

forming the reception committee met
Mr. Hughes and party and escorted the
visitors to Point Loma. An automobile,
the outlines of which were hidden in
a maze of flowers, was at the nomLnee'sdisposal. After the Point Loma
trip is ended the entire party will go
to the exposition.
Mr. Hughes spent a strenuous day of

rest in Los Angeles yesterday. He
reached the city shortly before 10
o'clock from San Francigco, went to
church, held a public reception at his

i i -.l .«l -J
hotej, IOOK a nuiiuicu-muc uivvui uure,
visiting Pasadena and Long Beach,
stopped at the Los Angeles museum on
the way back and did not reach his
hotel until more than an hour after he
had expected to do so.

At Long Beach Mr. Hughes spent half
an hour in the hotel at which Gov.
Johnson was visiting, but did not meet
him The nominee held an informal
reception for half an hour there, shakinghands with a crowd that choked the
hotel lobby and overflowed into the
street. '

DAT IN CONGRESS.

Senates
Met at noon.
Adopted Gallinger resolution of

tn^uiry into authority for retainingGeorge Rublee on federaltrade commission.
Senator Thomas addressed Senateon woman suffrage amendment.'

Began debate on emergency
revenue bill.

He.st v

Not in session; meets Haesd&y.1...Jl J.

RAILROAD HEADS
AGAIN CONFERRING

WITH PRESIDENT
t

Go to White House This Afternoon
at Urgent Request
of Mr. Wilson.

WESTERN EXECUTIVES
IN THE DELEGATION

Final Reply From Chiefs of Nation'*
Carriers Not Expected

Today.

COUNTER PROPOSAL LIKELY

Situation Is Regarded as Being Serious,But Not Hopeless.Belief
Grows Settlement Will

Be Beached. .

V

Fifty railroad presidents who
are now in Washington are again
in conference with President Wilsonat the White House this afternoon.They went to the White
House at 2130 o'clock at the
urgent request of the President,
though they had not expected to
see him today and probably not
tomorrow. The President's invitationcame to them shortly after
noon when they were discussing
the situation with the newly arrivedwestern railroad leaders. <.

The railroad executives went into
the White House conference determinedto make no statement «

unless they were urged to do so

by the President.

Cause for Conference.
The cause for calling: the conference

today, according to White House sentiment,is that the President may have a

chance to talk directly to the more recentarrivals, impressing them with his
own personality and zeal for sr settlementbefore theii^ minds have been
prejudiced against his proposal in conferenceswith the other railroad ofllciala

It is not expected that there will be
any final reply made by the railroad
executives today. No definite action is
expected. The impression gained
strength today, however, that some
time this week, and probably by Wednesday.the railroad officials will have
been persuaded to submit to the President'sproposal with some modifications.

Other Officials Arrive.
More than a dozen railroad leaders

reached Washington today and participatedin conferences striving to
reach some agreement by which the
President's main proposal for an eighthourbasic day may be accepted, and
at the same time the principle of arbitrationmay be preserved and the
threatened strike averted.
There were fifty railroad presidents

here today. Among the latest arrivals
were Louis W. Hill of the (Ireat Northern.son and principal heir of the vast
.properties of the great railroad builder,
the late James J. Hill, and E. P. Ripley,
the veteran president of the Sante Fe.
dean of all the railroad presidents, who
is seventy-one years old.
Leaders of the railroad executives

declared they were united against the
President's plan as it stands, but hoped

j to work out some form of counter proposalthat would satisfy the President
and be accepted by the brotherhood
committee. The railroad presidents'
were considering under what circumstancesthey could find a way to aoceptthe eight-hour day and still maintainthe principle of arbtiration. which
is now the crux of the whole fight.
The western men arriving today

seemed confident that such a middle
course might be reached through slncereefforts# on both sides to reach a

compromise*that will preserve the publicwelfare.

Proposed Commission.
One suggestion the railroad presidentswere prepared to make at the

White House was for legislation to
create a board or commission to investigatewhen trouble threatens betweenrailway employers and employes.
Under such a plan the board would

be created by act of Congress, and
would probably be empowered to examinewitnesses to determine the
merits of any controversy. Pending
its investigation the employes would
not be permitted to strike or to take
a strike vote. After the board had
reached its conclusions from the facts
a public report would be made and
there would be an opportunity for ar-
miration, uui n wuuiu nui ue compulsory.If arbitration were refused
the board would send to each employe
of the railroad interested a statement
of the railroad's position in the matter,the employes' position and the
board's findings- These statements
would be before every employe when
he came to vote on a strike, and opportunitywould be given for a secret
ballot. The men would vote directly
on the question of a strike. Under
the present system the balloting is
not secret, and the men vote to delegatethe power of declaring a strike
to brotherhood officers.

"Seriotu, But Not Hopeless."
As both sides expressed it, the situstioncontinued "serious but not hopeless."
All the western presidents are expectedbefore tomorrow. There will be

between sixty and one hundred, dependingon whether the President invitesall of the list of seventy laid beforehim by the committee of managers.When they are assembled they
will represent here properties valued .

at more than $10,090,000,000, and will
be in this respect the most Imposing
delegation mat nas visited tne White
House In many years.
Among the railroad executives arrivingtoday were E. F. Kearney, presidentof the Wabash; C. E. 8chall, presidentof the Missouri, Kansas and

Texas; Jacob M. Dlcfane^, former
Secretary of .Wax, xJbe Is ifUm
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